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OCTOBER  20, 1993 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

HEAOQUARTERS.  US  ARMY  COMMUNICATIONS-ELECTRONICS  COMMAND 
AND  FORT  MONMOUTH 
FORT  MONMOUTH.  NEW  JERSEY  07703-5000 


PfFtt  TO 
ATTENTION  Of 


Office  of  the  Commanding  General 


Ladies  and  Gentleman: 

On  behalf  of  the  Gcmmunications-Electrcnics  Command  (CEGCM)  and  the 
C3I  community,  I  am  pleased  to  present  to  you  the  proceedings  of  the 
Software  Acquisition  Streamlining  Advance  Planning  Briefing  for  Industry 
(APBI) .  The  purpose  of  this  briefing  is  to  provide  industry  with  a 
thorough  understanding  of  the  Software  Acquisition  Streamlining  Process, 
focusing  on  the  Streamlined  Acquisition  Approach,  Software  Standards  and 
Reuse. 

Government  and  Industry  must  continue  working  together  to  meet  the 
Army's  needs  with  lower  operational  and  support  costs.  I  want  to  share 
with  you  the  software  engineering  initiatives  at  this  Ccnnand  and  welcome 
your  feedback  to  help  bring  the  traditional  software  acquisition  problems 
under  oontrol. 

I  welcome  your  participation  in  our  APBI  program. 

Sincerely, 


Otto  J.  Guenther 

Major  General,  U.S.  Army 

Commanding 


notice 


This  publication  contains  the  briefings  presented 
during  this  Advance  Planning  Briefing  for  Industry 
(APBI)  .  Following  the  APBI  a  Proceedings  Book 
containing  these  briefings,  any  revised  charts,  and 
any  information  disclosed  by  the  government  during 
the  conduct  of  the  one-on-one  sessions  will  be 
published.  Copies  of  the  Proceedings  Book  may  be 
obtained,  for  a  minimum  fee,  by  contacting  the 
Defense  Technical  Information  Center  (DTIC) .  The 
telephone  number  is  (703)  274-6867. 

We  hope  that  the  above  publications  prove 
beneficial  to  your  long-range  planning  efforts.  If 
you  have  any  additional  questions  and/or  suggestions 
please  contact  the  Pregram  Analysis  and  Evaluation 
Directorate,  AMSEL-FE-OD,  ATTN:  Mari  Aufseeser, 

(908)  532-5054. 


DISCLAIMER 


The  use  of  trade  names  in  this 
report  does  not  constitute  official 
endorsement  of  any  products.  This 

I 

report  may  not  be  cited  for  purpose 
of  advertisement. 

The  information  provided  is 


accurate  as  of  the  time  of 
publication,  and  may  be  subject 
to  change. 
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WE  WILL  INCREASE  OUR  EMPHASIS  ON  RISK  MANAGEMENT 
AND  REWARD  SUCCESSFUL  RISK  MITIGATION 
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